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DISCOURSE 


AGAINST 


[RANSUBSTANTIATION. 


ONCERNING Fes Sacrament of the Lord. 
Supper, one of the two great poſitive Inftitu- 
tons of the Chriſtian Religion, there are two main 
Points of difference between Us and the Church of 
heme. Oxe about the Doctrine of Tranſulſfanlia- 
lim; in which they, think, but are not certain, that 
bey have the Scripture and the Words of our Sa- 
our on their. ſide: The 9:hcr, about the Adminiſ - 


Cripture and our Saviour's Inſtitution on our fide, 


nd that ſo plainly, that our Adverſaries themſelvtes 


do not deny it. 


Of the firf of theſe I ſhall now treat, and endea- 


rour to ſhew, againſt the Chareh of Rome, That in 
this Sacrament there is no ſubſtantial Change made of 
the Elements of Bread and Wine into the natural Body 
ad Blood 0 FA Chris; that Body which was born of 
the Virgin Ma 
ſo thy 2 that hard Word 7 ranſu 8 
engage in this Argument, I cannot but 
obſerve what an unreaſonable Taſk we are put upon, 


by the bold Confidence of our Adverſaries, to diſ- 
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lation of this Sacrament to the People in both 
kinds; in which we are ſure that we have the 


x a 
ccc 


ry, and ſuffered upon the Croſs ; for 


— . 


22 _ , 


about which Ariſtotle hath long ſince pronounce 


It might well ſeem ſtrange if any Man ſhould wri 
a Book, to prove that an Egg is not an Elepban 


be Bread, is bread and not the Body of a Man; a 


Blood: And if this Evidence may not paſs for ſa 
. ficient without, any farther. Proof, I do not ſee wl 


may not deny any thing to be what all the Wor 
ſees it is; or affirm any thing to be what all tl 
World ſees it is not: and this without all Poſlibili 
of being farther confuted. So that the Buſineſs 
©" Tranſubſtentiation is not a Controverſy of Scriptu 

| _ Scripture, or of Reaſon againſt Reaſon, b 
— 0 ö 


; of Scripture, and all the Senſe and Reaſon of Mz 


Doctrine or Propoſition in the World that is of i 
ſelf more evidently true, than Tranfubſtantiatin 
evidently falfe : And yet if it were poſſible to 


elle to be true; it is like the Roman Catholick Chure 
which will needs be the whole Chriſtian Church, a 
will allow no other Society of Chriſtians to be ar 
Putt of it: So Tranſubſlantiation, if it be true ata 
jt is all Truth, and nothing elſe is true; for it c 


and if this be true and certain, then nothing elſec 


4 A Discourse AGAINST 
pute a Matter of Senſe; which is one of thoſe thin 


there ought to be no Diſpute. 


and that a Maſtet- bullet is not a Pihe « It is ever 
whit as hard a Caſe, to be put to maintain by a lo 
Diſcourſe, that what we ſee and handle and taſte 


what we ſee and taſte to be Wine, is Wine and n- 


any Man, that hath Confidence enough to do f 


downright Impudenee againſt the plain Meani 


It is a moſt ſelf. evident Falſhood ; and there is! 


true, it would be the moſt ill-natured and pernicio 
Truth in the World, becauſe it would ſuffer nothit 


not be true unleſs our Senſes, and the Senſes of 
Mankind be deceived about their proper Object 


* 
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n be certain of nothing. 5 
And yet n all this, there are a Com- 
any of Men in the World ſo abandoned and given 


eve by God to the Efficacy of Deluſion, as in good 
a lo meſt to believe this groſs and palpable Error, and 
aſtc Wiſh impoſe the Belief of it upon the Chriſtian World, 
aer no leſs Penalties than a temporal Death and 
d ntrnal Damnation. And therefore, tv undeceive, 


| poſſible, theſe deluded Souls, it will be neceſſary 


— oarige, and to lay open the monſtrous Abſurdity 
or it. | 3 
uh And in the handling of this Argument, I ſhall pro- 
ibilig ea in this plain Metholt. 3 

nels . I ſhall conſider the pretended Grounds and 
riptucaſons of the Church of Rome for this Doctrine. 


. I ſhall produce our Obje#ions againſt ii. And 
I can ſhew that there is no tolerable Ground for 
and that there are invincible Objections againſt 


e is m believing this Doctrine, but hath great Cauſe 
of believe the contrary, - + SOS 
ation FIRST, 1 will conſider the pretended Grounds 

d Reaſons of the Church of Rome for this Doctrine. 


epetual Belief of this Doctrine in the Chriſtian 
turch, as an Evidence that they always underſtood 
dd interpreted our Saviour's Words, This is my 
ay, in this Senſe, ' Or, 3dly, The Agthority of 
D forme Church to make and declare new Articles 

aith. Or, 4zhly, The abſolute Neceſſity of ſuch 


King able to work ſo great a Miracle, 


1 > q _ . ; 
r ſo; for if we be not certain of what we ſee, we 


* 
— PF - _ 


examine the pretended Grounds of ſo falſe a ' 


then every Man is not only in Reaſon excuſed - 


ſich muſt be one or more of theſe five: Either, 
„ The Authority of Scripture. Or, 2%, The 


Change as this in the Sacrament, to the Comfort 
id Benefit of thoſe. who receive this Sacraments 
*, gthly, To magnify the Power of the Prieſt in 
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things: 
It is very abſurd and unreaſonable, not to unde 


of theſe two Reaſons; either becauſe there are 
| eee Expreſſions in Scripture, which I think 


* 


ure 
And eſpecially ſince it cannot be denied, but 0 
the Inſtitution of this very Sacrament our Savio 


he literally taken, ſo as to ſignify a ſubſtantial Chang 


my Blood, æubicb is fbed for you and for many, 


broken, which was not till his Paſſion, which fc 
lowed the Inſtitution and firſt Celebration of t 
ment. 


* 


1/7, They pretend for this Doctrine the Authorit 
of Seripture in thoſe Words of our Saviour, Thi; 
my Body. Now to ſhew the Inſufficiency of th 
Pretence, I ſhall endeavour to make good theſe / 


- 1. That there is no Neceſſity of underſtandin 
thoſe Words of our Saviour in the Senſe of Tranſi 
%%% ·w 8 

2. That there is a great deal of Reaſon, nay th 


ſtand them otherwiſe. | 
Fin, That there is no Neceſſity to underſta 

thoſe Words of our Saviour in the Senſe of Tranſi 

flantiation. If there be any, it muſt be from o 


Man ever yet ſaid: Or elſe, becauſe a Sacramet 
admits of no Figures ; which would be very abſut 
for any Man to ſay, fince it is of the very nature 
a Sacrament to repreſent and exhibit ſome inviſib 
Grace and Benefit by an outward Sign and Fi 


A 


uſeth figurative Expreſſions, and ſeveral Words whid 5 
cannot be taken ſtrictly and literally. When he ga 
the Cup, he ſaid, This Cup it the New T eſtument 


'the Remiſſion of Sins, Where firſt the Crip is put f. 
the Wine contained in the Cap; or elſe, if the Wor 


it is not of the Vine but of the Cup: and that, "ll 
into the Blood of Chrift but into the New 7. N 2 
or New Covenant in his Blood. Beſides, that H 7. 
Blood is ſaid hen to be ſhed, and his Body -to . %% 


B 
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kt that there is no Neceſſity to underſtand. our 


f Wy de moſt learned Writers of the Church of Rome 
e this Controverſy, Bellarmine*, Suarez? and | 

„ze do acknowledge Scotus the great Schoolman 
dine ſaid, that this Doctrine cannot be evidently ' 
71/uWhred from Seripture: And Bellarmine grants this 4 
to be improbable; and Snares and Vaſpuex ac- | 

y tha vledge Darandur® to have ſaid as much, 0. 
nden, another famous Schoolman, ſays expreſſly, 
the Dadrinie "which h:lds the 40 lane of the | 

fta / and Wine to remain after Conſecration, it 

i TH repugnant to Reaſon nor Scripture, Petrus ab 

n Oo f, Cardinal of Cambray, ſays plainly, that 
* Doctrine , the Subſtance of Bread and Wine re- | 
96; ning after Conſecration_it mare eaſy and free from | 


OOO — 4 


777 more. rational, and no ways repugnant to 


blu 4, rity e Scripture ; nay more, that for the 
ure er Doctrine, vix. of Tranſubflautiation, there is 0 
0D Evidence in Scripture. Gabriel Biel t, another | 
8 t Schoolman and Divine of their Church, freely 
at telares, that as 10 any thin expreſt in the Canon of” "=> 1 
10 Scriptures, 4 Man may believe that the Subſtance | 
whiq Bread and Wine doth remain after the Words of | | 
gag /ecration And therefore he refolves the Belief 1 
en Tranſubſtantiatioꝝ into Tome other Revelation, be- i 
J [es Scripture, which he nl nr: the Church had 
ut out it. Cardinal Cgjetan confeſſeth, that the 5 
ah el doth no where expreſs that the Bread is changed i 
lang E 1 : E NM! 
. | eee ee 1 
ame De Eucb. I. 3. c. 23. b In 3 diſp. 49+ Qu · 75. Sec. 2. 5 
at ; part. 4%. 180. Qu. 75. TE 95 Fox 8 In Sent. 0 
to . /,. 11. O. 1. n. 15. © Ing. Sent. Qu. 5. & Ryodt. 4. -| 
h fol 3. f In 4. Sent. Qu. 6. art. 2. In Canon. Mig: 1 
F ; . 40. * In Aquin. 3» port. Qu. 75. Arte I, 5 . 
B 5 A 4 8 J Inte 
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into the Body of Chrift: that ave have this from 
Authority of the Church: nay, he goes farther, 7h 
there is nothing in the Goſpel which nar any 
t underſtand theſe Wards of Chriſt, this is my Bod 
in @ proper and not in a metaphorical Senſe; but t 
Church having underflood them in a proper Senſe, . 
are to be fo txplained; Which Words in the Rom 
Edition of Cajctan are expunged by Order of Po 
Pius V *, Cardinal Comtarenus?, and Melthi 
Cans e, one of the beſt and moſt judicious Write 
that Church ever had, reckon this: Doctrine amo 
. thoſe which are not ſo expreſiy found in Scripture, 
will add but one more ot great Authority in tl 
Church, and a. reputed Martyr, Fi/er d Biſhop 
' Rechefter, who jngenuouſly. confeſſeth that in t 
Words of the Inſtitution there is not one Ward fri 
 quhence the true Preſence, of the Fleſh and Blodd | 
| Chrift in our Maſs can be proved; So that we net 
not much contend that this Doctrine hath no certai 
Foundation in Seripture, when this is ſo fully an 
e acknowledged by our Adverſaries then 
SES <2 +4 4 pf 2 | 
: Secondly, If there be no Neceſſity of underſtand 
ing our Saviour's Words in the Senſe of Tranſubfa 
"tiation, J am ſure there is a great deal of Reaſon t 
underſtand them otherwiſe, Whether we conſide 
the like Expreſſions in Scripture ; as where our 85 
viour ſays he is the Deer and the true Vine, (whic 
the Church of Rome would mightily have triumphe( 
in, had it been ſaid, this is my true Body.) An 
ſo likewiſe where the Church is ſaid to be CHriſ 
Body; and the Rock which followed the //ractites ti 


Uh. — 8 3 Fn 


at _ 


Ag d. Conic. de Socram. Qu. 75. art. I. m 13% 0 
Tacram'. J. 2. e. * Loe. Fbeclhg · l. 3. c. 3 · d Con 
ira copiiv. Babylon. c. 10. 1. 2. - ho | 


| Chriſt, I Cor. x. 4. * drank of that ö Nock 


„ followed them, and that Rock cg, Chrift: 
21 which, and innumerable more like Expreſſions 
| 75 WW cripture, every Man underſtands in a figurative, 
od ; , A not in a ſtrictly literal and abſurd ſenſe. And it 
5 4 jrery well known, that in the Hebrew Lan age 
% gs are commonly ſaid to be that which they do 
of Ply and repreſent ; leg How is or in thet Lan- 
zoe a more proper and uſual way of expreſſing a 
wy ps fi 155 l and ſo, than to ſay hes it i ſo 
d fo, . Thus Jeſepb expounding Pharcah's Dream 


amo 
ure. 
7 in fl 


n 


1 lears of Plenty: and fo Pharoah underftood him, 
4 ſo would any man of ſenſe underſtand the like 
11d reffions; nor do I believe that any ſenſible Map 


S Nee 


certal 


Y Bedy, would, upon reading the Inſtitution of the 


ly a 7 the Inſtitatio! 
we thing to be meant by our Saviour in thoſe 


ſtanc 
aide do ye bereafter for a Memorial of me: But 


Hind, to hzve thought that our Saviour did rome ; 
| and, and give away himſelf 
br imſelf with his own Hands, Or whether we 


. _ 22 © N 4 4 
* * . D * - S3 BY Gr * 222 r 


i Digg. cum Trg. P. 297. Edits Pari. 263g. 5 
e 


. Paſſover is our Saviour and our Refinge : Notthatt 
ubſtan 


of the Land of Egypt, or into the Maſſas the Savic 
this Lamb which they did eat did repreſent to the 
uro ght for their Fathers in Egypt, when by the (l: 


over ſuch an Eſtate, and it is really ſo; not the d 


reyance of a real Eſtate, as truly and really, to: 


by the Sacrament of the Lord's 19m.) we are {a 
e 


Communion of the Body of Chriff? But ſtill it 


% 
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believed the Paſchal Lamb to be tially chang 
either into God their Saviour who delivered theme 


whom they expected, and who was ſignified by it:] 
and put them in mind of that Salvation which G 


ing of a Lamb, and ſprinkling the Blood of it u 
their Doors, their Firſt-born were paſſed over a 
ſpared ; and did likewiſe foreſhew the Salvation 
the Meffras, the Lamb of God that was to take a 
the Sins of the World. 8 5 
And nothing is more common in all Languag 
than to give the Name of the Thing fignified to t 
Sign.; as the Delivery of a Deed or Writing und 
Hand and Seal 1s called a Conveyance, or maki 


lizery of mere Wax and Parchment, but the Co 


Effects and Purpoſes of Law, as if the very mater 
Houſes and Lands themſelves could be and we 
actually delivered into my Hands: In like man 
the Names of the Things themſelves made over 
us in the new Covenant of the Goſpel between G0 
and Man, are given to the Signs or Seals of thi 
Covenant. By Baptiſm Chrifians are ſaid to 

made Partakers of t e Holy Ghef, Heb. vi. 4. At 


to communicate, Or to be made Partakers of the Bu 
, Chrift which was broken, and of his Blood wbiq; m 
was ſhed for us, that is, of the real Benefits of 
Death and Paſſion. And thus” St. Paul ſpeaks if 
this Sacrament, 1 Cor. x. 16. The Cup of Bleſin 
auvbich we bleſs, is it not the Communion of the Bla 
of Chrifg ? The Bread which we break, is it nat tl 


Bread 


at t 
hang 
em C 
JAVIC 
it: Þ 


Wh many, are one Bread and one Body ; for we are 


iht, if they pleaſed, as well argue from hence, 
t all Chriſtians are ſubſtantially changed firſt into 


kir Participation of this Sacrament, becauſe they 
ſaid thereby to be one Bread and one Body, And 


ken of the Conſecration of the Elements, ftill 


zether. As often as ye eat this Bread and drink 
Cup, ver. 26. Whoſeever Shall eat this Bread 
drink this Cup of the Lord unworthily, ver. 27. 
let a Man examine himſelf, and fo let him eat of 
ut Bread, and drink of that Cup, ver. 28. And 
Saviour himſelf, when he had ſaid, this is my 
od of the New Teflament, immediately adds, 
t 1 fay unto you, I will not henteforth drink of 
1 Fruit F4 the Vine, until I drink it new with you 
my Father's Kingdom; that is, not till after his 
ſurrection, which was the firſt ſtep of his Exalta- 
on into the Kingdom given him by his Father, 
n the Scripture tells us he did eat and drink with 


ver 
n Gas Diſciples. But that which 1 obſerve from our 
xf th{Wriour's Words is, that after the Conſecration of 


Cp, and the delivering of it to his Diſciples to 
nnk of it, he tells them that he would thenceforth 
tink no more of that Fruit of the Vine, which he 
ad now drank with them, till after his Reſurrection. 


of Hine, real Wine, which our Saviour drank of, and 
aks Fommunicated to his Diſciples in the Sacrament. © 
leſfin CI BER: 0 
* Bla 8 . 


1 Matth. xxvi. 29, 


A 6 j Beides, 


TgANSUBSTANTIAT IV. 11 


ad, and he ſtill calls it ſo; ver. 17. For aue be- 


naters of that one Bread, The Church of Rome 
rad, and then into the natural Body of . Chriſt by 


ſame Apoſtle in the next Chapter, after he had 
ls them the Bread and the Cup, in three vers 


rom whence it was plain that it was the Fruit of the. 


I 
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Befides, if we conſider that he celebrated this $ 
crament before his Paſhon, it is impoſſible the 
Words ſhould be underſtood literally of the natu 
Body and Blood of Chriſt ; becauſe it was his B. 
aten and his Blood fhed which he gave to his Di 
ciples, which if we underſtand literally of his naty 
Body broken and his Blood ſhed, then theſe Word 
this is my Body which is broken, and this is my Bl 
 _awbhich is ſhed, could not be true, becauſe his Bo 
was then whole and unbroken, and his Blood n 
then ſhed; nor could it be a propitiatory Sacri 
| fas they affirm this Sacrament to be) unleſs the 
Will fay that Propitiation was made before Chri 
' foffered; And it ts likewiſe impoſſible that the Di 
ciptes ſhould underitand theſe Words literally, b 
- Eaufe they not only plainly ſaw that what he ga 
them was Bread and Wine, but they ſaw likewi 
lainly that it was not Ins Body which was give 
dat his Body which gave that which was given; n 
his Body bwien and his Blood ed, becauſe they ſa 
kim alive at that very time, and beheld his Bod 
whole and unpierc'd; and therefore they could ne 
underſtand theſe Words literally: If they did, e. 
we imagine that the Diſciples, who upon all oth: 
occaſions were ſo full of Queſtions and Qbjection 
mould make no difficulty of this matter? nor! 
euch as aſk. our Saviour, how can theſe things be 
that they ſhould not tell him, we ſee this to be Bre: 
| and that to be Wine, and we ſee thy Body to t 
diſtin from both; we ſee thy Body not broker 
and thy Blood not ſhed, | 
From all which it muſt needs be very evident 
any Man that will impartially conſider things, ho 
little Reaſon there is to underſtand thoſe Words c 
our Saviour, 757: n my Body, and this is my Blue 
in the ſenſe of 7. ranſubſtantiation ; nay, on the con | 
_ - trary, that there is very great Reaſon and _ — 
8 5 we: eceliit 
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this S reſſity to underſtand them otherwiſe. I proceed 


e the bew, | 1 be 

natur %, That this. Doctrine is not grounded upon 
is B ter petual Belief of the Chriſtian Church, which 
is Di Church of Rome vainly pretends as an Evidence 
natur the Church did always underſtand and interpret 
Word Saviour's Words in this Senſe, 


To manifeſt the Groundleſſneſs of this Pretence, 
hall, 1. Shew by plain Teſtimony of the Fathers 
ſeveral Ages, that this Doctrine was not the Be- 


time and occaſion of its coming in, and by 
tat degrees it grew up and was eſtabliſhed in the 
e Di d Church. 3. I ſhail anſwer their great pre- 


y, bed Demonſtration, that this always was and 
e ga tt have been the conſtant Belief of the Chriſtian 
ik hurch. 5 


1. I ſhall ſhew by plain Teſtimonies of the Fa- 
kr; in ſeveral Ages, for above five hundred Years 
ter Chriſt, that this Doctrine was nat the Belief of 
ancient Chriftian Church. I deny nat but that 
e Fathers do, and that with great rea ſon, very 
uch magnify the wonderful Myſtery and Efficacy of 
is Sacrament, and frequently ſpeak of a great ſu- 
natural Change made by the divine Benediction ; 
ich we alſo readily acknowledge. They fay in- 
ed, that the Elements of Bread and Wine do, by 
te divine Bleſſing, become to us the Body and 
dood of Chrift : But they likewiſe ſay, that the 
Names of the things ſignified are given to the Signs ; 
bat the Bread and Wine do ſtill remain in their pro- 
r Nature and Subſtance, and that they are turned 
to the Subſtance of our Bodies; that the Body of 
briſt in the Sacrament is not his natural Body, but 
te Sign and Figure of it; not that Body which was 
fructfied, nor that Blood which was ſhed upon the 
Lroſs ; and that it is impious to underſtand the ear- 


| = 
9 - 


{of the ancient Chriſtian Church. 2. I ſhall ſhew _ 


yy 
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which we receive in the Sacrament do--nouriſh ou 


- 


ing of the Fleſb of the Son of Man and drinking 
Blood literally: all which are directly oppofite | 
the Doctrine of Tran ſubiſtantiation, and utterly i 
conſiſtent with it. 1 will ſelect but ſome few Teſti v 
monies of many things which I might bring to th 
Purpoſe: - 5 1 ; 

I begin with Jain Martyr, who ſays expreſ] 
that a our Blood and Flaſb are nourifhed by the conf 
verſion of that Food which we receive in the E 
charift But that cannot be the natural Body an 
Blood of Chriſt, for no Man will ſay that hat 
converted into the Nouriſhment of our Bodies. 
The Second is Frenens®, who ſpeaking of this S: 
crament ſays, that the Bread which is from the Earth 
receiving the divine Invocation, is now no longer c 
mon Bread, but the Euchariſt (or Sacrament) co 

fiſting of tawo things, the one earthly, the other hea 
wvenly, He ſays it is no longer common Bread, bu 
after Invocation or Conſecration, it becomes th 
Sacrament,' that is, Bread ſanctified, conſiſting o 
two things, an earthly and an heavenly ; the carth] 
thing is Bread, and the heavenly is the Divine Ble 
ſing, which, by the Invocation or Conſecration, i 
added to it. And elſewhere he hath this Paſſage 
When therefore the Cup- that is mixed, (that is, 0 
Wine and Water) and the Bread that is broken . T 


ceives the Word of God, it becomes the Euchariſt ¶ ie 


the Blood and Body of Chrift,: of which the Subſtanm: 
of our Fleſh is increaſed and conſiſis; but if tha 


Bodies, it muſt be Bread and Wine, and not the 
natural Body and Blood of Chriſt, There is ano 
ther remarkable Teſtimony of Ireneus, which thoug 


— —— 


ol. 2. p. 98. Edit, Parif. 1636. Lib. 4. . 24 


© Lib. 5. c. 31. 


it 


— 


TRANSUBSTANTIATION, 15 


ing be not now extant in thoſe Yorks of his which re- 
fite ein, yet hath been preſerved by Oecumenius as, and 
ly iis this: Ven (ſays he) the Greeks had taken ſome 
Teſti vente of the Chriſtian Catechumeni, (that is, ſuch 


had not been admitted to the Sacrament) and af- 
ward urged them by Violence to tell them ſome of 


prell ſs Secrets of the Chriſtians, theſe Servants having 
co ing to /ay that might gratify thoſe who offered 
e EA lnce to them, except only that they had heard from 


leir Maſters, that the Divine Communion was the 
Blood and Body of Chrifl, they thinking that it va, 


. ally Blood and Fleſh, declared ar much to thoſe that 
is S tioned tbem. The Greeks taking this as if it were 
a done by the Chriftians, diſcovered it ta others of 
con Greeks ; avho hereupon put Sanctus and Blandina 
) co the Torture to make them confeſs it. To whom 
be landina boldly anſwered, How could they endure 10 


V this, who by way of Exerciſe (or Abſtinence) 4 
Wt eat that Fleſh which may lawfully be eaten? By 
hich it appears that this which they would have 
tharged upon Chriſtians, as if they had literally eaten _ 
be Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt in the Sacrament, was 
falſe Accuſation which theſe Martyrs denied, ſay- 
iy they were ſo far from that, that they for their 
art did not eat any Fleſh at all. | 1 5 
The next is Tertullian, who proves aginſt Marcion 
de Heretick, that the Body of our Saviour was not 
mere Phantaſm and Appearance, but a real Body, 
tecauſe the Sacrament is a Figure and Image of his 
body ; and if there be an Image of his Body, he 
nuſt have a real Body, otherwiſe the Sacrament 
anoWrould be an Image of an Image. His Words are 
USU8iheſe : The Bread which our Saviour took and diſtri- 
ted to his Diſciples, he made his own Body, ſaying 


mw — 


1 


s 24» - * | 5 * | * — — . | - 
: * 1 . & Sk 

a Com. in 1 Pete co 3. FELL 
on this 
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this is my Body, that is, the Image or Figure of 
Body, But it could not have been the Figure of | 
Body, if there had not been à true and real Body 
And arguing. againſt the Scep/ichs, who denied (| 
Certainty ot Senſe, he uſeth this Argument: Th, 
if we queſtion our Senſes, we may doubt wheth 
our bleſſed Saviour were not deceived in what | 
heard, and ſaw, and touched. He might (ſays h 
be deceived in the Voice from Heawen, in the ſmell 
the Ointment with which he was anointed a gainft 
Burial, and inthe taſle of the Wine which he con 
crated in remembrance of his Blood. So that it ſeen 
we are to truſt our Senſes, even in the matter oft 
Sacrament : And if that be true, the Doctrine 
T ranſub//antiation is certainly falſe. | 
Origen in his Comment © on Marth. xv. ſpeakin 
of the Sacrament, hath this Paſſage : That Fu 
which it ſanified by the Word of God and Praye 
as to that of it which is material, goeth into the Bel 
and is caſt out into the Draught ; which none w1 
ſurely ſay of the Body of Chriſt. And afterwards 
adds by way of Explication, 17 is not the Matter 
the Bread, but the Wards which are ſpoken over il 
evhich profiteth him that wworthily eateth the Lord 
and this (he ſays) he had ſpoken concerning the Ty} 
cal and Symbolical Bedy. So that the Matter © 
Bread remaineth in the Sacrament, and this Orig 
calls the Typice/ and ꝙmbolical Body of Chriſt ; an 
it is not the natural Body of Chriſt which is the 
eaten ; for the Food eaten in the Sacrament, as t 
that of it which is material, goeth into the Belly ani 
s Caſt out into the Draught. This Teſtimony is { 
very plain in the Cauſe, that Sextus Senenſis ſuſpec 


— 
8 


2 Adver/. Marcionem, J. 4. p. 571. Edit. Rigal. Par 
1634. d Lib. de Anima, p. 319. & Edit. Huetii. 
2 | | thi 
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e of | | 


place of Origen was depraved by the Hereticks, 


* inal Perron is contented to allow it to be Ori- 
90 . but rejects his Teſtimony, becauſe he was ac- 
Th kd of Hereſy by ſome of the Fathers, and ſays, 
. #:ks like a Heretick in this place. So that with 
„hat ch ado this Teſtimony is yielded to us. The 


ne Father in his Homilies a upon Leviticus ſpeaks 
us: There is alſo in the New Teſtament a Letter 
lib kills him who doth nat ſpiritually underſtand 
je things which are ſaid; for if we take according 
the Letter that which is ſaid, EXCEPT Y 

IT MY FLESH AND DRINK MY 
OOD, this Letter kills, - And this alſo is a kil- 
g Teſtimony, and not to be-anſwered but in Car- 
nal Perron's way, by ſay ing, he talks like a Here- 


ays h 
nell 
inft 
C0 
t ſeen 
of t 
ine « 
eakin 


Sz Cyprian hath a whole Ezifle to Cocilins Þ, a- 


o choſe who gave the Communion in Water 
' Bel ly without Wine mingled with it; and his main 
f W gument againſt them is this, that zhe Blood of Chrift 
rds I vieh wwe are redeemed and quickened, cannot 


% be in the Cup, whey there is na Wine in the 


terwards he fays, that contrary to the Evangelical 


57 d Apoſtolical Doctrine, Water was in ſome Places 
ay red (or given) in the Lord's Cup, which (ſays he) 
cannot expreſs (or repreſent) the Blood of Chriſt, 
as Ind laſtly he tells us, that by Mater the People is 


derſtood, by Wine the Blood of Chrift is ſhewn (or 
meſeated) bat when in the Cup Water is mingled 
1% Wine, the People is united to Chriftl, So that 
cording to this Argument, Vine in the Sacra- 
tental Cup is no otherwiſe changed into the Blood of 
brit, than the Water mixed with it 1s changed into 
e People, which are ſaid to be waited to Chriſt. 


a Cap. 10. b Ep. 65. 15 
4 omit 


p by which the Blood of Chriſt is repreſented: and 


' mantus the Manichee, we have this Expreſſion; 


Lord admitted to his laſt Supper, in which (ſays | 


- he was never accuſed of Hereſy, as Cardinal Per 


me. TI have commended a certain Sacrament to 55 


fantiation, than that the Diſciples were not to e 
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I omit many others, and paſs to St. Auſtin in 
earth Age after Chriſt. And I the rather inſiſt up 
his Teſtimony, becauſe of his eminent Eſteem a 
Authority in the Latin Church; and he alſo calls t 
Elements of the Sacrament, the Figure and Sign 
Chri//'s Body and Blood, In his Book againſt 4 


cc 


Wort 


Lord did wot doubt to ſay, this is my Body, when 
gave the Sign of his Body *, And in his Explicati 
on the third P/alm, ſpeaking of Judas, whom 


he commended and delivered to his Diſciples the 
gure of his Body b; Langu e which would now 
cenſured for Hereſy in the Church of Rome. Inde 


ſays Origen was, but be talks as like one as Ori, 
himſelf. And in his Comment on the g8th P/ 
e. of the Offence which the Diſciples took 
that Say ing of our Saviour, Except ye eat the Fl 
the Son of Ran and drink his Blood, c. he brings 
our Saviour ſpeaking thus to them, Te muſt und- 
Haud ſpiritually, what I hawe ſaid unto you; ye 0 
mot to eat this Body avhich ye ſee, and to drink tl 
Blood wwhich ſhall be ſhed by thoſe that ſhall cruc 


#chich being ſpiritually underſtood will give you Life 
What more oppoſite to the Doctrine of Tranſ 


that Body of Chriſt which they ſaw, nor to drink th 
Blood which was ſhed upon the Crofs, .but that a 

this was to be underſtood ſpiritually and accordi 
to the nature of a Sacrament ? for that Body, he tel 
us, is not here but in Heaven, in his Comment upd , 


= Aug. Tom. 6. p. 187. Edit. Baſil. 1596. b Er 
ral. in Pſal. Tom. 8. þ. 16. * Id. Tom. 9. t · 110%. 
| | the 
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i int 
ſiſt up 
em a 


Words, Me ye have not always, He ſpeaks®* ? 
P he) of the Preſence of his Body : ye ſhall have 
vcording to my Providence, according to Majeſty 


mo irvifeble Grace; but Oy to the Fleſh which 
as ird aſſumed, according to that which was born 
a f „ irgin Mary, ye ſhall not have me : therefore 


we he converſed with his Diſciples forty days, he 
ended up into Heaven, and is nut here, 

þ his -23d Epiſtle; , the Sacrament ® (ſays he) 
wt ſome Reſemblance of thoſe Things whereof 


when 
licati 
om 


un from this reſemblance they take F au the moſt. 
* the Names of the Things which they repreſent. 


ore as the Sacrament of the Body of Chriſt is in 
manner or ſenſe Chriſt's Body, and the Sacra- 
tof his Bload is the Blood of Chrift ; fo the Sacru- 
tof Faith (meaning Baptiſm) is Faith, Upon 

ch Words of St. 222 there is this remarkable 
in their own Canon Law: © The heavenly Sa- 
wnt which truly repreſents the Fleſh of Chrift, is 


a kd the Body of Chrift ; but improperly : whence it 
4 15 } ud, that after a manner, but not according to the 


uh of the thing, but the Myflery of the thing, /ig- 
; ſo that the meaning is, it is called the Body 
Chriſt, that is, it fignifies the Body of Chriſt : And 
this be St. Auſtin's meaning, I am ſure no Proteſ- 
x can ſpeak more plainly againſt T ranſub/tantia- 
And in the ancient Canon of the Maſs, before 
s chang'd in compliance with this new Doc- 
te, it is expfeſly called @ Sacrament, a Sign, an 
Were, and a Figure of Chrift's Body, To which 1 
Il add that remarkabte Paſſage of St. Awſliz cited 
Gratian i, That as wwe receive the Similitude of his 


Id. Trat#t. 50. in Joan. b Id. Tom. 2. FD 9 Jo < De 
erat. diſt. 2. Hee oft 4 De conſecrate diſt. 2. Sec. Utrum. 
th 8 Death 


wherein we are commanded really to feed upon ti 
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Death in Baztiſm, ſo we may alſo receive be = 
eſs of his Hl and Blood, that fo neither may 1 1 : 
be wanting in the Sacrament, nor Pagans have if wy 


fron to made us ridiculous fur drinking the Blood of four: 
9 7M 


* N - [ 
that wwas Jain. ein 


I will mention but one Teſtimony more of * 
Father, but fo clear a one, as it is irapoſithle : . 
Man in his Wits, that had believed Ja * 
tion, could have utter'd. It is in his Treatiſe? he 
doetrina Chriſtiana; where laying down ſeveral R 47 


for the right underſtanding of Scripture, he gi 
this for one. JF (fays he) the Speech be à Pre 
"forbidding ſome heinous Wickedneſs or Crime, or « 
manding us to do goed, it is not figurative ; ou i 
ſeem ta command any heinous iVickedneſs or Crime, 
to forbid that which is profitable ar beneficiel to oth 
it is fgurative. For example, Except ye eat the FI 
of the Son of Man and drink his Blood, ye have rely 
Life in you: This ſeems ta command a heinous M. 


edneſs and Crime, therefore it is a Figure; comma 
ing us ta communicate of the Paſſion of our Lord, 0 x 
00G C 


avith delight and advantage to lay up in our Meni 
that his Fleſe awas crucified aud wonnded for us. Ws? 
that, according to St. Auſtin's beſt Skill in interp .“ 
ing Scripture, the /iteral eating of the Fleſh of Chr 
and qrinking his Blood, would have been a gre 
Impiety ; and therefore the Expreſſion is to be u 
derſtood fenratively ; not as Cardinal Perron wou 
have it, only in oppoſition to the eating of his Fl 
and Blood in the groſs Appearance of Flein a 


Blood, but to the real- eating of his natural Bod * 
and Blood under any Appearance whatſoever: I = 


St, Auſtin doth not fay, this is a figurative Sper 


— 
— 


2 Lib. 3. Tom. 3. p. 53. 
| natur 
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ral Body and Blood of Chriſt under the Species 
tread and Wine, as the Cardinal would - under- 
him; for then the Speech would be literal and 
fzurative: But he ſays, this is a figurative Speech 
rein we are commanded ſpiritually to feed upon 
remembrance of his Paſlion, | 

o theſe I will add but zhree or four Teſtimonies 


1 

„„in the 7s following Ages. | 

„be firſt ſhall be of 7 Hecdoret, who ſpeaking of 
i 2 WF Prophecy of Jacob a concerning our Saviour, he 


bed His Garments in Wine, and his Clothes in the 
d of Grapes, hath theſe Words, As Þ we call the 
ral Fruit of the Vine, (that is, the Wine in the 
ament) after Conſecration the Blood of the Lord, 
be (viz. Jacob) calls the Blood of the true Vine 
x, of Chriſt) e Blood of the Grape : But the Blood 
\- FAChriſt is not literally and properly but only figu- 
ae rely the Blood of the Grape, in the ſame ſenſe as 
%s faid to be the true Vine; and therefore the 
„neee in the Sacrament after Conſecration is in like 
oer not literally and properly but figuratively the 
„ad of Chriſt, And he explains this afterwards, 
ing, that our Savieur changed the Names, and 
e to his Body the Name of the Symbol or Sign, and 
that Symbol or Sign the Name of his Body; thus 
he had called himſelf the Vine, he called the 
bol or Sign his Blood : ſo that in the ſame ſenſe 
he called himſelf the Vine, he called the Wine, 
ich is the Symbol of his Blood, his Blood: For, 
I he, he avould hawe thoſe who partake of the Di- 
Myferies not to attend to the Nature of the Things 
ich are ſeen, hut by the change of Names to believe 
Chanpe which is made by Grace; for he aubo talled 
n N, vieh &y Nature is a Body, Wheat and Bread, 


— 1 — *» ae dt... a. * i — 


2 Gen. 49. 11. | Ss d Diatog. I, 
TS | a and 


tür 


| 
| 
z 
| 
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and Efficacy. 


Vas changed into the Subſtance of the Divinity (w 
was the Hereſy of Eumches) he illuſtrates the m 


tion of the Prieſt, but after the Invocation are che 


* flance. But what ſays the Catholick Orthod: 


ron's Heretics : Thou art, ſays he, caught in 


remain in their former Subſtance, Figure and 4 
He does not only deny the outward Figure and 
ture and Subſtance of them, even in the prope 
ſtricteſt ſenſe of the word Subſtance; and it wa 
ceſſary ſo to do, otherwiſe he had not given a niver 
nent Anſwer to the Similitude urged againſt hi 


| who brings the ſame Inſtance againſt the 


and again likewiſe called himſelf the Vine, he hon 
the Symbols with the Name of his Body and B 
not changing Mature, but adding Grace to Ng 
Where you ſee he ſays expreſly, that when he c 
the Symbols or Elements of the Sacrament, wiz I 
and Wine, his Body and Blood, he made. no C 
in the Nature of the Things, only added Gra 
Nature, that is, by the Divine Grace and Rleſſi 
raiſed them to a ſpiritual and ſupernatural V 


The Second is of the ſame 7. beodaret, in his ſe 
Dialogue between. a Catholick under the Na 


Orthedoxus, and a Hererick under the Name of 
niſtes; who maintaining that the Humanity of C 


by this Similitude : As, ſays he, the Symbols 9 
Lord's Body and Blood are ene thing before the J 


and become another thing; ſo the Body of our 
after his Aſcenſion is changed into the Divine 


this? why, he talks juſt like one of Cardinal 


own Net, becauſe the myſtical Symbols after Con 
tion do not paſs out of their own Mature; for 


ance, aud may be ſeen and handled even as bi 


pearance of the Symbols to be changed, but the 


The next is one of their own Popes, Gel 


< 
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us 7 Surely a, ſays he, the Sacraments which we 
woe of the Body and Blood of eur Lord are a Divine 
ling, ſo that by them we are made Partakers of a 


- Cline Nature, and yet it ceaſeth not io be the Sub- 
7 or Nature of Bread and Wine; and certainly 
CR [mage and Reſemblance of Chriſt's Body and Blood 
ra r, hay in the Action of the Myſteries, that is, 
* the Sacrament. To make this Inſtance of any 


ce againſt the Eutychians, who held that the Body 
{Chritt upon his Aſcenſion ceaſed, and was changed 
to the Subſtance of his Divinity, it was neceſſary 
deny that there was any ſubſtantial Change in the 
crament of Bread and Wine into the Body and 
lod of Chriſt. So that here is an infallible Au- 
bority, one of their own Popes, expreſly againſt 
ranſubſlantiation. | | 

The laſt Teſtimony I ſhall produce is of Facundus 
1 African Biſhop, who lived in the 6th Century. 
pon occaſion of juſtifying an Expreſſion of one 
ho had ſaid that Chrift alſo received the Adoption of 
m, he reaſons thus: Chriſt> wouchſafed to receive 
te Sacrament of Adoption both awhen he was cir- 
unciſed and baptized: And the Sacrament of Adop- 
in may be called Adoption, as the Sacrament of his 
y and Blood, which is in the conſecrated Bread and 


for W's, is by us called his Body and Blood not that 
4 Bread, ſays he, is properly his Body and the Cup 
* Blied, but becauſe they contain in tpem the My- 
andrer of hit Body and Blood hence our Lord himſelf 
thee he Bleſſed Bread and Cup which he gave to his 
pe ciples, his Body and Blood. Can any Man after 


Is believe that it was then, and had ever been, the 
niverſal and received Doctrine of the Chriſtian 
hurch, that the Bread and Wine in the Sacrament 


v Biblioth. Pat. Tom. 4. Þ Facund. p. 144+ edit. Par, 1676. | 
are 


Body and Blood of Chriſt ? 


likewiſe is acknowledged by many great and learn 


made in the Council of Lateran under Pope 1» 
clination 70 have believed the contrary, if the Chu 


11. Tonſtal© _— of Durham alſo yields, t 


that concerning the Tranſubſtantiation of the Br: 
into the Body of C - „ there is ſeldom any n 
7 


Strangers to this Doctrine, had they thought it 


4 In 1 Epiſt. ad Corinth. c. 7. citante etiam Salmerone, Tom. 
Tract. 16. p. 108. e De Hæreſ. 1. 8. 
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are ſubſtantially changed into the proper and natu 


, By, theſe plain Teſtimonies which I have pre 
ced, and I might have brought a great many m 
to the ſame purpoſe, it is, I think, evident beyo 
all denial, that Tranſubfantiation has not been 
perpetual Belief of the Chriſtian Church. And t. 


Men of the Roman Church. Scotus® acknowledget 
that this Doctrine was not always thought neceſf; 
to be believed, but that the neceſſity of believing 
was conſequent to. that Declaration of the Chur 


cent III. And Durandas® freely diſcovers his 
had not by that determination obliged Men to belic 


before the Lateran Council Men were at liberty as 
the manner of Chrift®s Preſence in the Sacrame 
And Eraſmus d, who lived and died in the Comm 
nion of the Roman Church, and than whom no M. 
was better read in the ancient Fathers, doth conf 
that it was late before the Churth defined Tranſu 
ſtantiation, znknown ro the Ancients both Nai 
and Thing. And Alphonſus a Caſtro® ſays plain] 


ion in tha, ancient iters, And who can im 
gine that theſe learned Men would have granted 
ancient Church and Fathers to have been ſo mu 


1 


2 In Sent. I. 4. Diſt. 11. Qu. 3. d In Sent. . 
Diſt. 11. Qu. 1. n. 15. De Euchar. I. 1. p. 14 


hai 
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eben the perpetual Belief of the Church? I 


ll now in the 5 
Second Place, give an account of the particular time 
occaſſom of the coming in of this Doctrine, and 
what Steps and Degrees it grew up and was ad- 
xced into an Article of Faith in the Romiſb Church. 
he Doctrine of the corporeal Preſence of Chriſt was 
i ſtarted upon occaſion of the: Diſpute about the 
Bip of Images, in Oppoſition whereto the Synod 
Conflantinople, about the Year 750, did argue 
u: That our Lord having left us no other Image 
himſelf but the Sacrament, in which the Subſtance 


;read js the Image of his Body, we ought to 
11s Ne no other Image of our Lord. In Anſwer to 


s Argument, the ſecond Council of Nice, in the 
ar 787, did declare, That the Sacrament, after 
aſecration, is not the Inage and Antitype of 
riſt's Body and Blood, but is Feen, his Body 
Blood. So that the corporeal Preſence of the Body 
Chrift in the Sacrament, was firſt brought in to 
ort the fupid Wonſbip of Images: And indeed it 
ud never have come in upon a more proper oc- 
on, nor have been applied to a fitter purpoſe. 
And here I cannot but take notice how well this 
s with Bellarmine sa Obſervation, that zone of 
Ancients who wrote of Herefies, hath put this Error 


A of denying Fi r eee in his Caumlogue; 
1 im did any of rhe ents diſpute againſt this Error 
ted the n 600 Tears. Which is very true, becauſe 
mu could be no occaſion then to diſpute againſt 


e who denied Tranſubftantiation, fince, as I 
ſhewn, this Doctrine was not in being, unleſs 
ng the Entychian Hereticks, for the firſt 600 
Is and more. But Be/larmine®* goes on, and tells 


_—_—— 


* 
— 


De Tuckar I. 5 & . * 134. 
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us, that the firff who called in gueftion the Truth 
the Body of the Lord in the Euchariſt, were t 
TCONOMACHI (the oppoſers of Images,) af 
| the Year joo, in the Council of Conſtantinop| 
far theſe ſaid there was one Image of Chriſt inflitut 
by Chrift himſelf; viz. the Bread and Wine in 
Euchariſt, which. repreſents the Body and Bld Wh 
* Chriſt: Wherefore from that time the Greek Miu. 
often. admonzib us, that the Euchariſt is not the Figg 
or [mage of the Body of the Lord, but his true Boy 
4 appears from the ſeventh Synod; which agre 
moſt exactly with the account which I have given 
the firft Riſe of this Doctrine, which began with t 
 corporead Preſence of Chriſt in the Sacrament, a 
afterwards proceeded to 7 ranſub/tantiation. | 
And as this was the firſt occaſion of introduci 
this Doctrine among the Greeks, ſo in the Latin Neſti 
Roman Church Paſcaſius Radbertus, firſt a Mon nc 
and afterwards Abbot of Corbey, was the firſt BroachWity 
of it, in the Year 818. SR 
And for this, beſides the Evidence of Hiſtory, Men 
have. the Acknowledgment of two very emine 
| Perſons in the. Church of  Rame, Bellarmine and Hiire 
mondus, who do in effect confeſs that this Paſca 
9 was the firſt who wrote to purpoſe upon this Arg 
8 ment. Bellarmine* in theſe Words, This Auth 
avas the ft who hath. ſeriouſly and copiouſly writ 
concerning the truth of C * 's Body and Bloed in 
_ Euchariff : And Sirmondus®, in theſe, He jo firft 
plained the genuine Senſe of the Catholic Church, ri, 
he opened the way to the refl who afterwards in g. by 
numbers numte upon the ſame Argument: But thouSWlere 
Sirmondus is pleaſed to ſay that he only firſt explai_hf Af 
ed the Senſe of the Catholick Church in this Poſh .. 
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by Pope Nicholas and the Council at Rome, in theſ 


Ge RD a 
- — 


— 


againſt this Doctrine, he was compelled to recant i 


Words, That the Bread and Wine which are | 
pon the Altar, after the Con ſecrutiun, are not onl 
the Sacrament, but the true Body and Blood of 01 
Lord Feſus Chriſt; and are ſenſibly, not only in 1 
Sacrament, bus in truth, handled and broken by t 
hands of the Pri, and ground or bruiſed by t 
Teeth of the Faithful. But it ſeems the Pope and hi 
Council were not then ſkilful enough to expre 
themſelves rightly in this matter; for the Ct upo 
the Canon Law, ſays exprefly, That unleſe we 1 
derſland theſe Words of BERENGARIUS (thi 
is in truth of the Pope and his Cauncil) in 
found Senſe, wwe fhall fall into a greater Hereſy tha 
that of BERENGARIUS : for we do not ma 
Parts of the Body of Chrift, The meaning 
which Gloſs I cannot imagine, unleſs it be thi 
That the Body of Chrift, though it be in truth but 
yet it is not broken into Parts, ( for wwe do not ma 
Parts of the Body of Chrift) but into M holes b. No 
this new way of breaking à Body, not into Pa 
but into. Wholes, (which in good earneſt is the Dot 
trine of the Church of Rome) though to them thata 
able to believe Tranſubfantiation it may, for a 
thing I know, appear to be u Senſe; yet to 
that cannot believe fo, it appears to be lid No 
enſe. DIY 
/ EW Years after, in the Year 1079, Poj 
Gregory VII began to be ſenſible of this Abſo 


dity ; and therefore in another Council at Rome mal * 
| ( 
* 5 
ä — — — we ca 
a Gratian de Conſecrat. diſtin, 2. Lanfranc. de cot. #hen 
ſang. Domini. c. 5. Guil. Mun. de Sacram. Algar. de Sacra lore it 
I. 1. C. 19 b Gloſ. Decret. de conſecrat. diſt, 2. 
cap. Ego Berengarius. 1 | 
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lerengarius to recant in another Form, viz. That 
the Bread and Mine which are placed upon the Altar, 
w ſubſtantially changed into the true and proper and 
pickening Fliſs and Blood of our Lord Feſus Chriſt, 
md aft-r Conſecration are the true Body of Chriſt, 
which was born of the Virgin, and cubich being 72 
gel for the Salvation of the Warld, did hang 1 bon 
the Crojs, and fits at the Right-hand of the Fa- 
er | | 

So that from the firſt ſtarring of this Doctrine in 
the ſecond Council cf Nice, in the Year 787, till the 
Council under Pope Gregory VII, in the Year 
1079, it was almoſt three hundred Years that this 
Doftcine was conteſted, and before this miſhapen 
Minſter of Tranſubſtantiation could be licked into that 
jorm in which it is now ſettled and eſtabliſhed in the 
Church of Rome. Here then is a plain account of 
the firſt Riſe of this Doctrine, and of the ſeveral 
Steps whereby it was advanced by the Church of 
ume into an Article of Faith, I come now in 
the 4 

Third Place, to anſwer the great pretended Pe- 
mnſtration of the [mpoſſibility that this Doctrine, if 
bad been new, ſpud ever have come in in any Age, 
and, been received in the Church: and conſequently it 
muſt of nec:{/ity have been the perpetual Belief of the 
Church in all Ages: For if it had not always been 
Wit: Doctrine of the Church, whenever it had attempt- 
Wed firſt to come in, there would have been a great 
Stir and Buſtle about it, and the whole Chriſtian 
World would have roſe up in oppoſition to it. But 
we can ſhew no ſuch time when it firſt came in, and 
When any ſuch oppoſition was made to it, and there- 
lore it was always the Doctrine of the Church. This 


a Waldenſ. To. 1. c. 13. 
B 3 = 


Demon 


the Night, fo that when they were awake they wo! 
- dered how and whence the Tares came; but bein theſk 
ſure they were there, and that they were not ſow had 


\ coming in, Ihe general Ignorance and grofs Su 
perſtition of that Age rendered the generality of Peo d 
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Demonſtration Monſieur Arnauld, a very learns 
Man in France, pretends to be unanſwerable: Wh 
ther it be ſo ot not I ſhall briefly examine. And 
Fit, We do aſſign a pur ctual and very like 
time of the firſt Riſe of this Doctrine, about t 
beginning of the zinth Age; though it did not tal 
firm Root, nor was fully fettled and eftabliſhed ti 
towards the end of the eleventh. And this was t 
moſt likely time of all other, from the beginning 
Chriſtianity, for ſo groſs an Error to appear; it b 
ing, by the Confeſſion and Conſent of their oy 
Hiſtorians, the moſt dark and d.ſmal time that cv; 
happened to the Chriflian Church, both for 422 
rance and Superſtition, and Vice. It came in togt 
ther with Idolatiy, and was made uſe of to ſuppo 
it: A fit Prop and Companion for it. And indee 
what Tares might not the Enemy have ſown in 
dark and long a Night; when ſo conſiderable a pa 
of the Chriſtiàn World was lulled afleep in profour 
Ignorance and Superſtition? And this agrees ve 
well with the account which our Saviour himſelf give, | 
in the Parable of the Tores, of the ſpringing up : 
Errors and Corruptions in the Field of the Churcl 7 
While the Men ſleptæ, the Enemy did his Work i Ang 


at firſt, hey concluded the Enemy had done it. 
Secondly, 1 have ſhewn likewiſe that there wa 
confiderable Oppoſition made to this Error at its fir! ay 


ple more quiet and ſecure, and diſpoſed them to reg e: 
; e Ml ceiv 
ceive any thing that came under a Pretence of My , 
| bo 
pret 


2 Matth. xili. 24. 
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fery in Religion, and of a greater Reverence and 
Derotion to the Sacrament, and that ſcemed any 
ay to countenance the Worſhip of Inages, for 
phich, at that time, they were zealouſly concern'd. 
Bur notwithſtanding the Security and paſſive Temper 
the People, the Men moſt eminent for Piety and 


earnd 
Wh 
And 
like 
ut t 
Ot tak 
ed ti 
asSt 
ing ( 
it b 
T ON 
t eue 


, 1 have already named Rabanus Archbiſhop of 
Hentz, who oppoſed it as an Error lately ſprung up, 
nd which had then gained but upon ſeme few Per- 
ns. To whom I may add Heribaldus Biſhop of 
fuxerres in France, Jo. Scotus Erigena, and Ru- 
tamus, commonly known by the Name of Bertram, 


55 who at the ſame time were employed by the Empe- 
N > for Charles the Bald to oppoſe this growing Error, 
i ind wrote learnedly againſt it. And theſe were the 
in eminent Men for Learning at that time. And be- 
x pa cauſe Monſieur Arnauld will not be- ſatisfied unleſs 
ound cre were ſome Stir and Buftle about it, Bertram in 


his Preface to his Book tells us, that they aubo ar- 
wrding to their ſeveral Opinions talked differently about 
the Myflery of Chrift's Body and Blood were divided 
by ne ſmall Schiſm. 28 

T hirdly, Though for a more clear and ſatisfactory 


ve 
give 
up 0 


arc] 


k 1 l in 
won Anſwer to this pretended Oemonſtration I have been 
\.: MWeontented to untie this Knot, yet I eould without all 
in : t, yet 4 b : 

ori beſe Pains have cut it. For ſuppoſe this DoQrine 


had filently come in and without Oppoſition, ſo that 
we could not aſſign the particular time and occaſion 
of its firſt Riſe; yet if it be evident from the Re- 


wa 
; fir! 
$ Su 
Peo 
0 re 


My 


A 


that this was not the antient Belief of the Charch ; 
and plain alſo, that this Doctrine was afterwards re- 
ceived in the Roman Church, though we could not tell 
bow and when it came in, yet it would. be the wildeſt 
and moſt extravagant thing in the World to ſet up a 
pretended Demonſtration of Reaſon . againſt plain 
Let | 


- Ld 


Learning in that Time made great Reſiſtance againſt 


cords of former Ages for above 5 Years together, 


B 4 Ny Experience 
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Experienee and Matter of Fact. This is juſt Z. 
Demonſtration of the Impoſſibility of Motion, 
gainſt Diogenes walk ing before his Eyes. For thi 
to undertake to prove that impoſſible to have be 
which moſt certainly was. Juſt thus the Serv; 
in the Parable might have demonſtrated that t 
Teres were Wheat, becauſe they were ſure none b 
good Seed was ſown at firſt, and no man could gi 
any account of the punctual time when any 7a 
were ſown,. or by whom: and if an Enemy he 
come to do it, he muſt needs have met with gre 
Reſiſtance and Oppoſition z hut no ſuch Refiſtan 
was made, and therefore there could be no Tares 
the Field, but that which they called T eres was ce 
tainly good Wheat, At the ſame rate a Man mig 
3 our King, his Majeſty of Great-B 
tain, is not returned into Englard, nor reftored 
mis Crown; becauſe there being ſo great and po 
: erful. an Army poſſeſs'd of was Saf.g and therefo 
obliged by Intereſt to keep him out, it was impo 
+ ible he ſhould ever come in without a great deal lf 
Fighting and - Blood ſhed :.. but. there was no ſu 
thing, therefore he is not returned and reſtored t 
his oy And by the like kind of Demonſtratiof, 
one might prove that the Tzrk did not invadf 
Chriſtendom laſt year, and beſiege Vienna; becaul,. 
if he had, the Mo? Chriſtian King, who had tn. 
greateſt Army in Chrifterdom in a readineſs, wou 
certainly have employed it againſt him; but Mon 
fieur Arnauld certainly knows no ſuch thing wa 
done: And therefore, according to his way of Del 
monſtration, h matter of. fad, fo commonly te 
ported and believed, concerning the Txrts [nva/u 
/ Chriftendom and befe-ging Vienna laſt year, wah 
a perfect Miſtake. But a Man may demonſtrate ti 
his Head and Heart ache, before he ſhall ever | 
able to prove that which certainly is, or was, nere 


* 5 


p hare been, For of all ſorts of Impoſſibles no- 


Lc hing is more evidently ſo, than to inak2 that which | 
eth been not to have been. All the Reaſon in the _ 
thifyorld is too weak to cope with ſo tough and obſti- 
bete a Difficulty. And I have often wondered how 


Man of Monſieur Arnauld's great Wit and ſharp 
judgment could prevail with himſelf to engage in 
o bad and battled a Cauſe; or could think to de- 
end it With ſo awoden a Dagger as his Demonſtration 
y Reaſon againſt certain Experience and Matter of 
« A thing, if it be poſſible, of equal Abſurdity 
wh what he pretends to demonſtrate,. T ranſub/tan- 
bation igel. 75 to the | OE IIS 

Third pretended Ground of this Doctrine of Tran- 
bftantiation ;. and that is, The infallible Authority 
the preſent Church to make and declare new Articles 
Haillb. And this in "Truth is the Ground into which 
e moſt of the learned Men of. their Church did 
retofore, and many do ſtill, reſolve theif Belief of 
his Doctrine: And, as I have already ſhewn, do 
lainly ſay, that they ſee no ſufficient Reaſon, either 
hom Scripture or Tradition, for the Belief of it: 
ind! that they ſhould have believed the contrary, 
d not the Determination. of the Church obliged 
% ß 35 i HEELS. 

But if. this Doctrine be obtruded upon the World 


i erely by virtue of the Authority of the Roman 
* church, and the Declaration of the, Council under 
don ee Gregoy' VII, or of the 31 Council 

Innocent III, then it is a plain innovation 


i the-Chriſtian Doctrine, and a new Article of Faith 


bureh bath this Power, the Chriſtian Faith may be 
plarged and changed as often as Men pleaſe; and 
bat which. is no part of our Saviour's Doctrine, 
uy, any thing, though ever ſo abfurd and unreaſon- 
le, may become an Article of Faith, obliging all 
. B 5 Chriſtians 
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mpoſed upon tke Chriftian World, And if any 
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Chriſtians to the Belief of it, whenever the Chure 
of Rome ſhall think fit to ſtamp her Authority upo 
it: which would make Chriſtianity a moſt uncertai 
and endleſs thing. . 
The fourth pretended Ground of this DoQrine i 
The Neceſſity-of ſuch a Change as this in the Sacr, 
ment, to the Comfort and Benefit of thoſs who receit 
1. But there is no Colour for this, if the Thing 
rightly conſidered: Becauſe the Comfort and Benef 
- of the Sacrament depend upon the Bleſſing annexe 
to the Inſtitution, And as Water in Baptiſm, wit! 
out any ſubſtantial Change made in that Elemen 
may, by the Divine Bleſſing accompanying the ] 
ſtitution, be effectual to the waſhing away of 81 
and ſpiritual Regeneration; ſo there can no Reaſo 
in the World be given why the Elements of Bre- 
and Wine in the Lord's Supper may not, by the fa 
Divine Bleſſing accompanying this Inſtitution, ma 
the worthy Receivers Partakers of all the ſpiritu: 
Comfort and Benefit deſigned to us thereby, wit 
out any ſubſtantial Change made in thoſe Element 
fince our Lord hath told us, that verily the Fleſb pr 
frteth nathing. So that if we could do ſo odd an 
ſtrange a thing as to eat the very natural Fleſh a 
drink the Blood of our Lord, I do not ſee of wha 
greater Advantage it would be to us, than what 
may have by partaking of the Symbols of his Bod 
and Blood as he hath appointed i Remembran 
ef him. For the ſpiritual Efficacy of the Sacramenyif 
doth not depend upon the Nature of the Thing re 
ceived, ſuppoſing we receive what our Lord appoing 
ed, and receive it with a right Preparation and Di 
poſition of Mind, but upon the ſupernatural Bleffin 


that goes along with it, and makes it effeRoal i is 
thoſe ſpiritual Ends for which it was appointed. met 


The Fifb and laſt pretended Ground of this Doc 
trine is, 72 magnify the Priver of the Priefl in 2 


Wy 
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kendent Inſtance of the Divine Wiſdom, to find 
ut ſo admirable a way to raiſe the Power and Re 

erence of the Prieſt, that he ſhould be able every 
Day, and as often as he pleaſes, by repeating a few 
Fords, to work ſo miraculous a Change, dd (as 
hey love moſt abſurdly and blaſphemoully to ſpeak) 
b nake God himſelf. ae CR 

next But this is to pretend to a Power above that of 
God himſelf, for he did not, nor cannot make him- 
kf, nor do any thing that implies a Contradiction, 


e 16 T ranſub/tantiation evidently does in their pretend- 
Sing fo make God, For to make that which already 
eaſoW, and make that mow which always was, is not 


ly vain and trifling if it could be done, but im- 
pflible, becauſe it implies a Contradiction. 
And what if after all, Tranſubſlautiation, if it 


ould yet be no Miracle: For there are two things 


witli re are t. 
ent! eceſſary to a Miracle, that there be a ſupernatural 
5 , fect wrought, and that this Effect be evident to 
an enſe. So that though a ſupernatural Effect be wrought, 


get if it be not evident to Senſe, it is to all the ends 
nd purpoſes of a Miracle as if it were not; and 
an be no Teſtimony or Proof of any thing, becauſe 
ſelf ſtands in need of another Miracle to give Teſ- 
mony to it, and to prove that it was wrought. 
ind neither in Scripture, nor in profane Authors, 
or in common uſe of Speech, is any thing called a 
inWlicacle but what falls Za 56 the notice of our Senſes : 
i Miracle being nothing elſe but a ſupernatural Ef- 


inf cvident 10 Serfe, the great end and defign where- 
al i f is to be a ſenſible Proof and Conviction to us of 
J. mething that we do not fee. 3 


„„ Lab3 = red 
And for want of this Condition, Tranſubfantia- 


wr, if it were true, would be no Miracle. It 
233 B 6 N 


alle to work fo great a Miracle. And this with great 
fride and Pomp is often urged by them as a tran- 


here poſſible, and actually wrought by the Prieſt, 
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would be indeed very ſupernatural, but for all th: 

it would not be a Sign or Miracle : For a Sign « 

Miracle is always a thing fenfible, otherwiſe it cou 

be no ign. Now that ſuch a Change as is preten 

ed itt Tranſubſtantiation ſhould really be wrough 

and yet there ſhonld be no Sign and Appearance 

ir, is à thing very wonderful, but not to Senſe; fe 

our Seiiſes perceive no Change, the Bread and Wi: 

in the Sacrament to all enſes remaining ju 

'as they were before: And that a thing ſhould r 

maig to all appearance juſt as it was, hath nothi 

at 41 of wonder in it; we wonder indeed when u 

fee a ſttan e thing done, but no Man wonders whe 

"he ſees nothing done. So that Tranſubftantiatic 

if they will needs have ira Miracle, is ſuch a Mirac 

5 as any Man may work that hath but the Confiden( 

to face Men down that he works it, and the forty 

to he believed: And though the Church of Nome m: 

' maghify their Prieſts upon account of this Mirac 5 

which they ſay they can work every Day and evei C- 

Hour, yer I cannot underſtand the Reaſon of ii tout 

"fot when' this great Work (as they call it) is don ral 

there is nothing more appears to be done than if the. Rel 

LVere no Miracle: Now ſuch a Miracle, as to all Aj Doc 

pkarance is no Miracle, I fee no Reaſon why a P duet 

teſtant Miniſter, as well as a Popiſh Prieſt, may nWMwhi 

Work as often as he pleaſes; or if he kn but hai deer 

the Patience to let it alone, it will work itſelf. 1 1 

ſutely nothing in the World is eaſier than to let II re 

thing be as it is, antl by ſpeaking a few Words ov 

it, to make it juſt what it was before. Every Ma 

every Day, may work ten thouſand ſuch Miracles 

And thus 1 have diſpatched the firſt Part of n 

Diſcourſe, which was to conſider the pretend 

- Grounds and Reafexs of the Church of Rome it 

this Doctrine, and to fhew the Weakneſs and 1h © 

B ſufficiency” of them. I come in the © 
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I SECOND place, to produce our Ohjeckions a- 


gu M ginſt it. Which will be of fo much the greater 
cou Bes, becauſe I have already ſhewn this Doctrine 
etenq o be deſtitute of alt Divine Warrant and Authority, 
oughWMmd of any other ſort of Ground ſufficient in Reaſon 
xce ſt juſtify it. So that I do not now object againſt a 
e; Doctrine which has a fair Probability of Divine Re- 


Wich elation on its fide, for that would weigh down all 


1g ja objections, which did not plainly overthrow the 

id krobability and Credit of its Hivine Revelation; but 
"thinl object againſt a Doctrine by the mere Will and 
en Ty ranny of Men impoſed upon the Belief of Chriſ- 
h ans, without any Evidence of Scripture, and againſt 
ati the Evidence of Reaſon and Senſe, : 
ira} The ObjeRions I ſhall reduce to theſe zwvs Heads, 


iden i Firf, Ihe infinite Scandal of this Doctrine to the 
ortuFChriſtian Religion. And, Secondly, The monſtrons 
e Wand inſupportable Abſurdity of it. a 


rac! Firſt, The infinite & caudal of this Doctrine to the 
eve Chriftian Religian. And that upon theſe four ac- 


tounts: 1. Of the Stupidity of this Doctrine. 2. The 
real Barbarobſneſs.of this Sacrament and Rite of our 
Religion, upon Suppoſition of the Truth of this 
Doctrine. 3. Of the cruel and bloody Confe- 


a Prof quences of it. 4. Of the Danger of Idolatry; 
Aa which they are certainly guilty of, if this Doctrine 


de not true. 5 N | 

1. Upon account of the Stnptdity Y this Doctrine, 
I remember that Tally, who was a Man of very 
good Senſe, inſtanceth in the Conceit of eating God 
is the Extremity of Madneſs, and ſo ſtupid an Ap- 


cles WF prehenfion as he thought no Man was ever guilty of. 
f her we call a; ſays he, the Fruits r the Earth 
"= Cetes, and Wine Bacchus, we a/e But the common 
{48 | I e eee 0 8 r 
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Saying of Averroes the Arabian Philoſopher, (-i 
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of the chief: And in all probability thoſe commo 
Jngg/ing Words of. Hocus-pocus, are nothing elſe bu 
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Language; but do you. think any Man fo mad «; 
believe that which he eats to be God? It ſeems 
could not believe that ſo extravagant a Folly had ev, 
entered into the Mind of Man. It is a very ſeve 


lived after this Doctrine was entertained among Chr 
tians) and ought ro make the Church of Rome blu 
if the can: I have travelled, ſays he, over 1 
World, and baue found divers Sefts ; but ſo fettiſ 
Sect or Law I never ound, as is the Set of the Chri 
tians; becauſe with their own Teeth they de vou 
their God whom they wwor/bip 2. It was great Stupidit 
in the People of //rael to lay, Come let us make 

Gods; but it was civilly ſaid of them, Let ut mak 
ut Gods that may go before us, in compariſon of th een 
Church of Rome, who ſay, Let us make a God tha 
ave may eat him, So that upon the whole matter 
cannot but wonder, that they ſhould chuſe thus t 
expoſe Faith to the Contempt of all that are induc 
with Reaſon. And to ſpeak the plain Truth, tb 
Chriſtian Religion was never ſo horribly expoſedt 
the Scorn of Atheiſts and Infidels, as it hath been b 
this moſt abſurd and ſenſeleſs Doctrine. But thus i 
was foretold that zhe Mar of Sin ſhould come vil 
Power and Signs, and lying Miracles, and with 4 
decervableneſe of Unrighteouſurſe Þ, with all the Lege 
demain and juggling Tricks of Falſhood and Impoſ 
ture; amongit which this of T ranſubſtantiation 
which they call a Miracle, and we a Cheat is ond 


orruption. of, Hoc ef corpus, by way, of ridiculou 
Imitation of the Prieſts of the Church of Rome i 
their, Trick of Tranſub/antiatior. Into ſuch Con 
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pt by this fooliſh Doctrine, and pretended Mi- 
cle of theirs, have they brought the moſt ſacred 
xd venerable Myſtery of our Religion. $4 


ſere 2. It is very ſcandalous likewiſe upon account o 

(uh e real Barbarouſneſs of this Sacrament and Rite of 
Cn : Religion, upon ſuppoſition of the Truth of this 
bluſſihoctrine. Literally to eat the Fla of the Son of 


Wan, and to drink his Blood, St. Auguſtine, as 1 
ave ſhewed before, declares to be a great [mpiety, 
Ind the Impiety and Barbarouſneſs of the Thing is 
t in Truth extenuated, but only the Appearance 
it, by its; being done under the Species of Bread 


„e Mine: For the thing they acknowledge is really 
mal one, and they believe that they verily eat and drink 
f the natural Fleſh and Blood of Chriſt. And what 
{ thai any Man do more unworthily towards his Friend? 
ter Now can he poſſibly uſe him more barbarouſly, than 

us t feaſt upon his living Fleſh and Blood? It is one 

due the greateſt wonders in the World, that it ſhould | 


ver enter into the Minds of, Men to put upon our 
viour's Words, fo eaſily capable of a more con- 
enient Senſe, and ſo neceſſarily requiring it, a 
Meaning ſo plainly contrary, to Reaſon Senſe, 
nd even to Humanity itſelf, Had the ancient Chriſ- 

alf hans owned any ſuch Doctrine, we ſhould have 
ger eard it from the Adverſaries of our Religion in 
very. Page of their Writings; and they would 
have deſired no greater Advantage againſt the Chri- 
ans, than to — been able, to hit them in the 


monWleeth-with' their feaſting upon the natural Fleſh and 
: bufWlood of their Lord, and their God, and their beſt 
lou friend. What endleſs Triumphs would they have 
re Wade upon this Subject? And with what Confidence 
-on-Would: they haye ſet the Cruelty uſed by Chriſtians 


In their Sacrament, againſt their, God, Saturn d eating 
lis own Childzen,jandall the crugl and bloody Rites 
if their Idolatry? But that no ſuch thing wg then 
10 A | objected 


3 
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objected by the Heathen? to the Chri/tians, is te 
wiſe Man inſtead of a thouſand Demonſtrations t 
no ſuch Doctrine was then believed. 
Jluft is ſcandalous alſo upon account of the c- 
and bloody Conſequences of this Doctrine; ſo co 
trary to the plain laws of Chriſtianity, and to 
great end and deſign of this Sacrament, which is 
unite Chriſtiuns in the moſt perfect Love and C 
rity to one another: Whereas. this Doctrine hy 
been the 6ceafion of the moſt barbarous and bloo 
 Fragedies that ever were acted in the World. þ 
this hath been in the Church of Rome the great bu 
ing Article: and «s abſurd and unreaſonable as ii 
more Chriſtians have been murdered for the den 
of it than perhaps for all the other Articles of the 
Religion. And I think it may generally paſs fo 
true Obſervation, That all Sets tfs commonly me 
hot and furious for thoſe: things for: which: there 
leaſt Reaſon; for what Men want of Reaſon f 
their Opinions, they uſually ſupply and make up 
Rage. An it was no mofe than de d to uſe tl 
Severity upon this Oecaſion; for nothing but tl 
cruel Fear of Death could in probability have drive 
ſo great a part of Mankind into the Acknowledg 
5 bf ſo unteaſonable and ſen ſcleſs a Doctrine. 


O Blegel Sgviötr , thou beſt Friend and great Gd 
Bover of Mankind, uhô c imagine, theu didſt cvff 17 


intend that Men ſhould kill one another for not b 
itig able tô believe contraty'tb their Senſes; for b 
ing unwilling to think, that theb ſhouldſt make o 
of the moſt horrid and barbarous things that can H-; 
imagined, à main Duty and prineipal Myſtery of i 
Religion; for nor flattering the Pride and Pfeſum 
| —_ —_ who ſays he 2 
for not complying with che Folly: aud: Stapidity . 
ene Pxople, who'are made tc belles that ſhey ci 
ent Hm 22: 10 aAvut on s 109 - 9 vanes bY inf 
+ 103340 | 4. Upe 
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46 * Upon account of the danger of Idolatry; which 
ey are certainly guilty of it this Doctrine be not 
e, and ſuch a Change as they pretend be not made 


a Y the Sacrament ; for if it be not, then they wor- 
to Creature inſtead of the Creator, God bleſſed 
h i. W' cer But ſuch a Change I have ſhewn to be 
10 poſſible ; or if it could be, yet they can never be 


tain that it is, and conſequently are always in 
nger of Idolatry : and that they can never be cet- 
in that ſuch a Change is made, is evident; becauſe, 
cording to the expreſs determination of the Coun- 
of Trent, that depends upon the Mind and Inten- 
rf the Prieſt, which cannot certainly be known 
t by Revelation, which is not pretended in this 
e. And if they be miſtaken in this Change, through 
e Knavery or Croſſneſs of the Prieſt, who will not 
the God but when he thinks fit, they muſt not think 
excuſe themſelves from Idolatry becauſe they in- 
ded to worſhip God and not a Creature; tor ſo 
Penſiaus might be excuſed from Idolatry in wor- 
ipping the Sun, becauſe they intend to worſhip 
od and not a Creature; and fo indeed we may 


= Icuſe all the Idolatry that ever was in the World, 
5, nich is nothing elſe but a Miſtake of the Deity, 


Wd upon that Mittake a worſhipping of ſomething 
God which is not God. e 
II. Beſides the infinite Scandal of this Doctrine 


4 : on the accounts J have mentioned, he 0 
ke ol lirdities of it make it inſupportable to any Reli- 
can Mn. I am very well aſſured of the Grounds of 


tligion in general, and of the Chriſtian Religion 
particular; and yet I cannot ſee that the Founda- 
Wins of any revealed Religion, are ſtrong enouga 
bear the weight of ſo many and fo great Abſur- 

ties as this Doctrine of Trazſublantiation would 
Wd it withal, And to make this evident, I ſhall not 


2 infiſt 
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inſiſt upon thoſe groſs Contradictions, of the ſa 
Body being in ſo many ſeveral Places at once; 
our Saviour's giving away himſelf with his own Han 
to every one of his Diſciples, and yet ſtill keepi 
himſelf to himſelf; and a thouſand more of the 1; 
Nature: but to ſhew the Abſurdity of this Doctri 
I fhall only aſk theſe few Queſtions. _- 

1. Whether any Man have, or ever had, grea 
Evidence of the Truth of any Divine Revelati 
than every Man bath of the Falſhood of T7 ranj; 
fantiation , (Infidelity were hardly poſſible to Me 
if all Men had the ſame Evidence for the Chriſli 
Religion which they have againft Tramſubſtantiati 
that is, the clear and irrefiftible Evidence of Sen 
He that can once be brought to contradict or d 

his Senſes, is at an end of -Certainty ; for what 
a Man be certain of, if he be not certain of what 
ſees? In ſome Circumſtances our Senſes may « 
ceive us, but no Faculty deccti es us ſo little and 
ſeldom: And when our Senſes do deceive us, 
that Error is not to be corrected without the help 
/ M ⅛ g ³ é 
2. Suppoſing this Doctrine had beeen delivere 
Scripture in the very ſame Words that is decreed 
the Council of Trent, by what clcarer Evidence 
ſtronger Argument could any Man prove to met 
ſuch Words were in the Bible, than I can prove 
him that Bread and Wine after Canſecration 
Bread and Wine ſtill? He could but app al to 
Eyes to prove ſuch Words to be in the Bible, ine 
with the ſame Reaſon and Juſtice might J appeal 
ſeveral of his Senſes to prove to him that the Bre 
_ Wine after Conſecration are Bread and W 

ill. J <4 13 8 
3. Whether it be reaſonable to imagine, that & 
ſhould make that a part of the Chritiian Relig 
which ſhakes che main external Evidence = Ce 

rmat 
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nation of the whole? Lmean the Miracles which 


Ice ; Were wrought by our Saviour and his Apoſtles, the 
| HanMurance whereof did at firſt * ae upon the Cer- 
<£cpi Minty of Senſe. For if the Senſes of thoſe who ſay 
ihe li ſaw them were decei: ed, then there might be no 


itacles wrought ; and conſequently it may juſtly be 
ubted whether that kind of Confirmation which 


greaßed hath given to the Chriſtian Religion would be 
'elat! Wong enough to prove it, ſuppoſing 7 ranſubftantia- 
ran to be a part of it: Becauſe every Man hath as 
0 Me at Evidence that T ranſub/tantiation is falſe, as he 
hriſtihn that the Chriſtian Religion is true. Suppoſe. 
iat Tranſubftantiation to be part of the Chrittian 
 denharine, it muſt have the ſame Confirmation with 


or d 
at 
v hat 
may ( 
and 
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hel 


whole, and that is Miracles: But of alt Doctrines 
the World, it is peculiarly incapable of being pro- 
d by a Miracle. For if a Miracle were wrought 
the Proof of it, the very ſame Aſſurance which 
y Man hath of the Truth of the Miracle, he hath 
the Falſhood of the Doctrine, that is tbe elear 
vidence of his Senſes. For that there is a Miracle 
ought to prove that what he ſers in the Sacrament 
wt Bread but the Body of Chriſt, there is only the 
dence of Senſe; and there is the very ſame Evi- 


vere 
creed 


ence Nee to prove, that what be ſees in the Sacrament 
me wrt the Body of Chrift but Bread. So that here 
rove Buld ariſe a new Controverſy, whether a Man 
tion 


ld rather believe his Senſes giving Teſtimony 


| to Winſt the Doctrine of Tranſulſiantiatium, or bearing 


lc, Miineſs to a Miracle wrought to confirm that Doc- 
pal Wie; there being the very ſame Evidence againſt 
e Bra Truth of the Doctrine, which there is for the 
d With of the Miracle: And then the Argument for 


m/ubPantiation, and the Objection againſt it, 
ut Mpuſd juſt balance one another; and 3333 
elig en is not to be proved by a Miracle, 
d aaſe chat would be, t prove 10 c Man by fome- 
rimat | | thing 
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thing that he fees, that he doth not fee wwhat he (: 
Aud if there were no other Evidence that Tray 
flantiation is no part of the Chriſtian Doctrine, 
would be ſufficient, that what proves the one, d- 
as much overthrow the other; and that Mirac! 
which are certainly the beit and higheſt exter 
Proof of Chriftianity, are the work: Proof in 
World of Tran/ubfantiation, unleſs a Man can 
nounce his Senſes at the ſame time that he re! 
upon them, For a Man cannot believe a Mira 
without relying upon Senſe, nor 7 raxfub/tantia 
without renouncing it. So that never were any t 
things ſo ill coupled together as the Doctrine 
Chriſtianity and that of Tauſubſtantiation, bec 
they draw ſeveral ways, and are ready, to firan 
one another: For the main Evidence of the Ch 
tian Doctrine, which is Miracles, is refolved i 
the certainty of Senſe, but this Evidence is cl 
and point blank againſt Tranſubfantiation, 
J. And Laftly, I would aſk what we are to th 
of the Argument which our Saviour uſed to conv! 
his Diſciples after his Reſurrection that his Body 
really riſen, and that they were not deluded b 
Ghoſt or Apparition? Is it a neceſſary and conc 
7 five Argument or not? And he ſaid unto th 
' Why are ye troubled; and why ds Thoughts ariſ 
| Dour Hearts? Behold my Hands and my Feet, tha 
| 1 mſelf; for a Spirit hath mt Fleſb and Bones 
Hou ſee me haue. But now, if we ſuppoſe with | 
Church of Rome, the. Doctrire of Trauſulſſantiaſſieſi 
to be true, and that he had inſtructed his Diſcin 
| in it juſt before his Death, ſtrange Thoughts mY 
| juſtty have riſen in their Hearts, and they mi 
have ſaid to him; Lord, it is but a few Days h 
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Gm ae, 


B | 3 2 Luke xiv" 38, _ 
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Church are of late grown ſo ſenſible, that they wo 


And now I would apply myſelf to the poor « 


be led blindfold, and by an implicit Faith in 59 


any Prieft or Church, perſuade you out of) 


fidelity: and he who ſaid, Blaſed art they that i 
vor ſeen, and yet: have believed; hath no where aff 
Bleed are uy 
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Rome are managed by ſome kind of Wit and Su 
tlety, but this, of Tranſubſtantiatiam is carried out | 
e of Impudence and facing down of M 
! 4 | 


% 


And of this the more'diſcerning Perſons of t 


now be glad to be rid of this odious and ridiculc 
Doctrine. But the Council of Trent hath rivetted 
ſo faſt into their Religion, and made it ſo neceſl; 
and eſſential a Point of their Belief, that they c- 
not now part with it if, they would ; it 1s like a 
ſtone hung about the Neck of Popery, it will fink 
at the laſt; l.. TENEIS Lee 77 | 
And though ſome of their greateſt Wits, as Cardi 
Perron, and of late Monfieur Arnauld, have und 
taken the defence of it in great Volumes; yet it 
an Abſurdity of that monſtrous and maſſy Weig 
that no human Authority or Wit is able to ſupport 
It will make the very Pillars of St. Peter's crack, 
requires more Volumes: to make it good than wo! 
fill the Faticon, oo oe | 


Jaded People of that Church, if they were eit 
permitted by their Prieſts, or durſt venture with 
their leave, to look into their Religion, and toe 
mine the Doctrines of it. Confider and /bew h 2 
felves Men. Do not ſuffer yourſelves any longe 


Prieſts, into the Belief of Nonſenſe and Cont 
dition, Think it enough and too much to let ti 
Took you out of your Money, for pretended Pard 
and counterfeit Relicts; but let not the Authority 


Senſes. Credulity is certainly a Fault as well as 


* 


ty that have ſeen, und gel have not 
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4; much leſs, Bleed are they that believe di- 
ily contrary to what they ſee _ 3 

To conclude this Diſcourſe. By what hath been 
d upon this Argument it will appear, with how 


e Truth and Reaſon, and Regard to the Intereſt 
wou our common Chriſtianity, it is ſo o'ten ſaid by 
| r Adverſaries, that there are as good Arguments 
the Beliet of Tranſubftantiation as of the Doc- 


ne of the Trinity : When they themſelves'do ac- 
owledge with us that the Doctrine of the Trinity 
grounded upon the Scriptures, and that according 
the Interpretation. of them by the Conſent of the 
ient Fathers: But their Doctrine of Tranſubſtan- 


y Ca 


a 
| fink 


ardil n I have plainly ſhewn to have no ſuch Ground, 
und that this is acknowledged by very many learned 
et ien of their own Church. And this Doctrine of 
Veig|Mirs being firſt plainly proved by us to be deſtitute. 


all Divine Warrant and Authority, our Objections 
winſt it from the manifold Contradictions of it to 
ſon and Sepſe, are ſo many Demonſtrations of 
Falſhood of it. Againſt all which they have no- 
g to put in the oppoſite Seale but the Infallibility _ 
their Church, for which there is even leſs Colour 


port 
. 
d Wot 
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vith Proof from Scripture than for Tranſubſtantiation 
to elf. But fo fond are they of their own Innova- 


ns and Errors, that rather than the Dictates of 
ir Church, how groundleſs and abſurd ſoever, 
uld be called in queſtion ; rather than not have 
ir Will of us in impoſing upon us what the 


w 90 
nge 
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Cont 


et thaſe, they will overthrow any Article of the Chriſ- 
Par Faith, and ſhake the very Foundations of our 
orion Religion: A clear Evidencè᷑ that the Church 


Rome 1s not the true Mother, ſince ſhe can be ſo 
ll contented that Chriſtianity ſhould be deſtroyed, 
er than the Point in queſtion ſhould be decided 
unſt her. . 
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